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*The Residency Program Committee (RPC) may delegate decision making to the
Competence Committee (CC)
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GROUNDS FOR APPEAL

Grounds for Appeal (V:

1) the RPCdid not take into consideration relevant information when it made its’ decision;

2) the RPC’s decision cannot be supported on the information that was before the RPC when it made its’
decision; or

3) that in making the decision the RPC failed to follow this policy and that such failure could reasonably be seen
to case doubt on the correctness of that decision.

Grounds for Appeal ?:

1) the Associate Dean (AD) PGME did not take into consideration relevant information in making the decision;

2) the AD PGME’s decision cannot be supported on the information that was before them; or

3) in making the decision the AD PGME failed to follow this policy and that such failure could reasonably be seen
to cast doubt on the correctness of the decision.

Grounds for Appeal ©):

1) that the RPC or Associate Dean (AD) PGME did not take into consideration relevant information in making the
decision;

2) that the decision made by the RPC or AD PGME cannot be supported on the information that was before the
RPC or AD PMGE at the time the decision was made; or

3) in making the decision the RPC or the AD PGME failed to follow this policy and that such failure could
reasonably be seen to cast doubt on the correctness of the decision.

Grounds for Appeal )

There was a significant procedural error by the Schulich Postgraduate Appeal Committee that was prejudicial to
the resident and casts doubt on the fairness of those procedures.



